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3 WHEREIN, . 5 
be chief Arguments on each Side are r in n ſo 
ſhort and plain a Method, as may render it generally 
uſeful, even to Perſons of the meaneſt 9 : 
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187 vr s, an Eſſentialiſt Clerzyman, 
AND 


I des, a ee, of the CHUNG of Engl 
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being ſo bot, ſays your Je 
mix with Water. "Ibid. 
Therefore we may und ſecurely - on C kris Inſtitution 
this New Romiſh Cuſtom 0 Pope Alexander 1 . 
2 3 b. Cg. vg ry 8 * e or Proto. 
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- HE New ad eral from 
"if our Church had never gain'd 
| ſo many Proſelytes, if the 
” Reaſons bn which it is groun- 
E had been impartially compar d with 
I Pole ſolid Anſwers, which have been 
4 Pen to even every the leaſt Shadow 
4 F an Argument, which the indefati- 
Eble Labour, and excellent Wit of its 
A Pefenders could invent. What has 
Jeterr'd ſeveral well-meaning Perſons 
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Fon ſtudying the Controverſy, as they | 
4 | „is partly its Bulk, partly its 
Peing above their 2 2 
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'F The PREYAc E. V 
5 ure will not content themſelves with 
b Fbridements, but read the Controver- 
the " ſy at large. 1 dare appeal to our Ad- 
bY verſaries themſelves, whether I have 
"Wot faithfully propos'd their Objections 
En their full Strength, and put nothing 
on Win their Mouths, but what they have 
3 really faid in the Controverſy ; not ex- 
ec 0 | e pting even the ridiculous Challenge 
Fat the End, which NeorarTus, I 
{ei ; lupo has not forgot. 
no I had once ſome Thoughts of redu- 
15.4 il $cing their chief Arguments into Syllo- 
fri- giim, and moſt of them would have 
1 made as odd a Figure, as that from the 
Teſtimony of Jusrin Maxrxn, which 
5 ol is ſo reduc'd in the Book: But I con- 
ti. tent my ſelf with having ſtripp d them 
off A Jof that falſe Ornament; which the elo- 
mY Y | Flom Pen of the AUTHOR OF THE 
Y Eaons had varniſh'd them over 
with: Their Weakneſs is now ſuffici- 
. p I cnt! y manifeſted ; and as the other Me- 
F | I thod would have been too dry, ſo the 
1 of an Argument will be 
1 f much 


vi The PRE FAC E. 4 
much better apprehended. by vulgat 2 
Underſtandings in this Form. I pray 
God to bleſs this Work, that it! 4 
may be a Means of confirming thoſe, 
who have been wavering, of bringing 
back to the Church thoſe, who have K 
been ſeduc'd from it, and of filencing ; 4 
the Gainſayer, which was the ſole In- 
tent of its Author in compiling and 
publiſhing it, 
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cf 3 F Tradition es 

ng F the Mixture * 7 
ve 1 Pov. ix. 1. 5. clear d 5, 6, 7 
ng be Paſchal Cup not neceſſarily a mix d Cup 7,8 


n. 2 d Bread as ne 2 as mix d Wine 8, 9 
9 © our Savioug's Words not neceſſarily exclu- 
id « 2 Vater 5 10, 11 
| $ the Diſtinction between the Fruit of the 2 ne, 

: Y 2nd the Fruit of the Tree 11, 12 

I ne not the only thing mention d, becauſe the 
. L. peo ;; 13 
Meir Argument from the End of the Inſtitution 

© anſwer'd 13, 14 

7 n 1 Ep. ch. v. 8. conſider d 15 
4 * Hh Argument from Heb. 1x. 19. anſwer 'd 16 

BY 208 from John xvi, 12. replied to 16, 17 

Bf the Teſtimony of Juſtin Martyr 17, 18 

f Irenzus and Clemens Alexandi inus 19 

F Sr, Cyprian — 22 7 

; För 8 24 

: , Bf the Apo oftolical Conflitutions © ho 24, 25, 26 
"BY the Liturgies of St, Baſil and St. Chryſo- 
tom 26, 27 
1 "7 the Council of Tilla -_—_ = 2g 
Prayer for the Dead 46 
1 Vat Advantage they think it of 2 * Deed 
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Off the Ancient Liturgies 5 
Of Epiphanius 
1 Nn 
E Cyril of Jeruſalem | 

Of the Lawfu 2 


preſent Liturgy 
Our _ bad no Authorityto doh þ bs e N, 


of N. Pauls Rule of 8 Rok XIV. . 1 
Of the Prayer for the Deſcent of the H. Ghoſt 4 


Of cheinTeftimonie from rhe. Lauber 66 
Of Abriſts Vlelſing 727 eee 47. 9 99 
F Heb. ix. 1 | E | * q 
Of 1 Cor. xiv. 16. mals buy 2 443 
Of the Form of Conſterationi in our lung % WM 
Of the Oblatory Prayer 51,54 3 " 
An Alteration of the Liturg y on this Heal H 
proved unneceſſary and inexpedient” fron oF 
Ar. Johnſon, one of their own Witneſſes 5 
Songs Opinion F our nete K 5 
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O00 Morrow ta you. 
good renew: lamglad 
to ſee you in ſo 
Health; I was afra 
you had been fick. 
1 i ren. I thank God, 
l never enjoy d better 
| Health in my Life, but What und had 
ohh. Ve ery; — Grounds; ; far. L * 
never imagine, that any thing but Siqkneſs 
een detain you ſo long from the public 
Worſhip of God, which, Iam 7 ou 
have nat been prefent At, theſe three Monghs. 
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TIC! Vii, you had better never 8⁰ to fg. is, 
ers, than join with Him, or any in Communi- D 
on with him: He cheats you of Half the in- 7 Ch 
5 ſtituted Darter of the Cup, every Time he 
| adminiſters che Sacràment; the Elements he 
1 diſtributes are not rightly conſecrated ; and it 
| were well, if, as the Papifts have ſtruck the 2 
5 Second Commandment out of the — 7 
| he would ſtrike che Article of the Communion Þ 
of Saints out of the Creed; for by his Pradtice 
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Jon. 1 u 5 ——_ F | 19 3 22 una B 
[one of 00 Pho e Sons of the Church i 
gland, who have lately ſet ul pw | 3 
| — I, and in an unwarrantable Man 1 < 
rated from the Church, 
you receiv'd your Bg priſm @ If 5 from 
out Aſſemblies be the withdrawing from the 
- publicWorſhip, which you ſpeak of; FE own ? 
the Charge, — hope, by the Grace of Goa, 27 
5 never to 22 ſo far a Partaker in Schiſm, as 4 n 
ta join with you in this unkappy Breach of 
. -Charch-Communion, G 

' Neoph. You talk too faſt, Sir; hive you 
ever conſider d on which Side our unfortunate | 
— utg Divi- 
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0 Pi igons are to 
lic are, that a 
laſt Wh 550 {pans} 10 ul e for reſtoring the 
ant ll e an on: * 
9 the excellent Anſwer to 
hem, call; 6 Reaſons, We and iu the 
ear of G g on ider a chem; 55 the Reſu It 
1 5, that I am 5 i ae that th lere are n 
. in Eſentials, in the Offices es of our 
1 25 bz J. that, in 2 the e the of the 


3 eee theC urch, at and hjr in 
Y ſtified i in ſo 404% e 1 10 

or 'd, you make ved the ee 2 0 
* chick in ſuch. express! erms con 7 allDi- 

"Wifions and Vent e rg, uy Maat. i 
Necpb. A hea 1 true; but think 
* pn whom, it will f we can p 5 e Loa 
af 3 we call R enttals to be fo. © 1 ages 
by. 5% That, you, can ert do. 
Eo You are very con ident; bur! if you 
4 me on theſe Heads, 1 dout t not to give you 
Full Satisfaction. 

1 | Jren, I never ſhut my Ears Again better 
3 7 Information: Jam always willing to hear the 
ſutmoſt any Sect᷑ can plead for their Tenets, ſo 
char tho I may be poſlibly miſtaken, I never 
Wwill be a Heretic; and if you pleaſe to fit 
Len I am willing to take the preſent Op- 
te | I ana of hearing all you have to ſay 2 
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and can be frac d up to the eee 
Mpoſtolical Age. Againft ſuch Traditions the Þ 1 mi 


me: with. 
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chold en or our How-| 7 J 
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te Cen 10 5 pure, 200 if e 

FECELVE 252 465 11 0 | 
"ought 108 quity to Fi Recourle 10 it rr! be A 2 
true Senſe thereof 3 f 125 
en. I am not Tor tengihning Dilputes un- the 
neceſſaril „ and would therefore wave this F? 
Foint; | nce, if Lam not miſtaken, the Tra. V1 


ditions you. plead for, are only ſuch,” 28 have 8 El 


been received. by all Chriſtians, in all Places, 


E 


Church 


* der OO? ah not est neither 
Ho you Fi the Uſages you contend for 
m the % ele Age, much leſs the Ne- 
= 4 Em: A pn ene en that 
anon, tho not To/tarly E = Hpoftalical 
ee,“ mi be 5 dd Service in interpretng 
* 2 e et it Wil never follow ; that it can 
A" ule to -thterpret Siprare, when 
it. ives test d of is direct — ne 
He vorss Gr Se; yes ve. "So that,” if you 
1555 Di Odeed d rectly to the Mixture. 
all 1 prove ware Part 
| "I ; ove the Nette hey of the Mixture. And 
ha : was Part e | PO s itrſtituted Cup, 
. Wiſdom hath built ber 
; "7 9275 ben but Her ſeven Pillars - Sbe 


WIS | 


abt; 

1 1 8 945 Alſo furniſped her Table : Sbe 2 
3 Wn: forth ber Maidens ,' ſbe crieth upon the 
3 Vighe, Plates 0 rhe City - n hoſd is fimple, let 
ve 3 im turn in 5 7 55 as for him that wanteth 
nien landing, oo ſt ville him: Cume eat of 
2 F Brad. 55 Fr he Wine which T have 
= mine led, v. 1, 2, 3, 4 3. Thefe Words are by 
7 lt. Expo ſtorr interpreted of the Encha- 
iſt, and from the Letter of the Text it is as 


Elements are Bread and Wine: And the eter- 
nal Wiſcom of the Father does expreſsly here 
require us all, to drink of the Wine he has 
he ae in as plain and ſtrong Terms, -as tO 

F eat 


EE Beaſts, he hath ming led het Wine, 


ne £25 that the Wine is mix d, as that the 
ts 
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Plalm Ixxv. 9. may be not improper, in which 


. . 
* 
* 


eat of his Bread. This proves the Neceffnilft 


o 


of the Mirtures. Minou 
een. Your Argument is founded on a M ch. 
take, which thro this whole Controverſy yo ino 


frequently run into: Wherever you meet wii. 


thoſe Greek, Latin, or Hebrew Words, whid res 
are ſometimes properly render'd a M. xt ure, ti f r. ne, 
mingle, &c. you imagine, that they muſt nee: 
ceſſarily have the ſame Signification; where ori 


the learned in theſe Languages aſſerk, that Ire, 


+ & 


ou 


zwhich ſhe hath filled, fill to ber double, ſays 
our Tranſlation; where the Greek Word, 
which they twice render te fill, is the ſame, "iſ 
that ſometimes ſignifies to mingle. To confirm 
this, the Note of Theodorus Mopſueftenus on 


| > | ; 4 | ug 
He puts the Queſtion, how the Pſalmiſt having it 1 
ſpoken of unmix'd Wine, preſently calls it Pur 
mix'd; and the Reaſon he aſſigns is, becauſe ur 


the Word, which ſignifies 2 Mixture, is often ig 
us d for ſuch a — of Liquor as is ſuffi- Ma 
clent for a Draught, 
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*cc hilt therefore it { an Idiom of thoſe 
Inguages to expreſs any Liquor poured out 
ui the {ame Phraſe as ſignifies mixing, it 
not be evident that this Text in the Pro- 
W/- ought not to be tranſlated, She bath 
hid red out ber Wine; — and Drink of the 
re, %, which] have poured out. : 
ſt u Necyb. In the Judgment of Hammond, and 
deren ting, the Texts you cited are to be inter- 
d ted of a Cup containing Wine unmix d, 
7 th reſpect to any ſoftning, allaying Liquor, 
Thü ed with reſpeck to thoſe poiſonous Herbs, 
iat nich were ordinarily given to Perſons put 
10% Death, and to which St. John alludes, as 
es Io does the Pſalmiſt. . 


lere. Iren. Our Tranſlators underſtood them other- 
our iſe; and though we ſhould grant your Con- 
e of ruction right, yet you cannot deny it to be 
Ith- e Idiom of thoſe Languages to expreſs 
Ut, Wiring, pouring out, and giving to drink, by 
lays e fame Words. 

ord, Neopb. But, if I can make it appear fro: 

me, Ihe Hiſtory of the Inſtitution, that Water was 
irm In eſſential Part of the Cup, I hope you will 
on "Men grant, that the Text in the Proverbs 
Wught to be underſtood of a Mixture. I think, 
mt will not be denied, that our bleſſed Savi- 


Pur ſettled the Sacrament at his laſt Supper, 
uſe upon a Reſemblance with the Paſchal Solem- 
en icy - Now, Dr. Lightfoot obſerves from 
Maimonides and the Talmud; That at the 
9 7 'T . Paſchal 


early all the P pe of Supper Was. ove 
and fo what Cup he weg cannot he in a 1 4 


red from what had gon e before it. 


was over, are maſt L to be k D 


the Reaainder of ute den provided: for 3 J 
Paſſover ; 5 for the Scripture gives. not | I * 


leaſt Hint of any new Proviſion. . 


Len. You quoted Di, Ligbrfuor juſt 5 4 


and do not — he and Buxtarf ſay, tu 
though a Jem uſed pure Wine at the Fan, | 


he 10 his Duty; how then can we be ſun 
that our Lord. uſed a Mixture? But thong 


impoſſible for you to prove, vis. That our & 


viour us d. * mix d Paſchal Cup, it will 1 


more preve the Neceſſity of the Mixture, ta 


his uſing the Paſchal unleauened Bread, wi 


the Neredfie of unleavened Bread, 
Neoph. It is not certain, that he did uf 


unleavened Bread; for the Jews were * ; 
obliged to put aua Leaven till che founteent 


Day in the Evening; Whereas the Fucbar 
Was inſtituted on the thirteenth, our Sui 


keeping the Paſſover a Day ſooner than th. 
ſet Time, as being at that time to be offere! 


Bimſelf. 


Inn 
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we ſhould be ſo liberal as to grant, what it" | 


Ine 
on 


Ph 
D. 


Jie 


. wal 7ren. The Time of our Saviour's keeping 
e Paſover, is a thing much diſputed among 
to iy e Commentators, 2.nd is foreign to our pre- 
Wen nt Purpoſe: For, on whatever Day he kept 
ute there being a poſitive Command of God, 
\ Oe at with unleavened Bread and bitter Herbs 
Wi ey ſhould eat it e Ex. xii. 8. we cannot ima- 
„ Ine, that he would, in direct Contradiction 
Su iereto, make uſe of leavened Bread. Dr. Ham- 
Ppet ond, indeed, in his Note on Mark xiv. 12, 
or tl ves probable Reaſons, to prove, that our 
ot ii viour did not eat the Paſchal Supper at all; 
ma, if that hold good, the whole Foundation 
no f your Arguments, from the Reſemblance of | 
„t ie Euchariſt and che Paſchal Supper, is en- 


3 Neoph. I ſhall not meddle at preſent with 
r. Hammond's Notion; but to take off the 
Force of your Objection about unleavened 
* read, I deſire you to conſider, that leavened 
un read is a Species of Bread, but Wine is not 
thi n Species of Wine and Water; the Water is a 
WI MWiſtin& Subſtance from the Wine, Part of the 
ſinſtituted Matter of the Cup; but the Leaven 
| uf is not a diſtin Subſtance from the Bread. 
en. No, what Subſtance then does it in- 
ent! here in, before the Bread is leavened? Can 
"ai one Accident inhere in another? This is fine 
# Philoſophy indeed. _ 
S Neoph. Experience may convince you, that 
Doug, if you let it lie till it grow ſowre, will. 
leaven it ſelf. 


C Iren. 


ſtance? And now I think it clear, that if yu A \F 


Tale, eat, this is my Body, than that it wi. 


that the Cuſtoms of the Fews do no 1 


any other Liquor, if nothing but an expreſs 1 


"ded we uſe Wine, we may add whatever 
other Liquor we pleaſe, and eat any thing 


9 o | 8 

Iren. What then? Would you infer fro 
thence, that the Salt and Yeaſt, with hid 
it is generally lea vened, are not a diſtinct Sub 
ſtance from the Bread ? 2 Would you draw 1 1 | 
univerſal. Concluſion from one particular b. | 


would act conſiſtently, you ought to admin. 
ſter in unleavened read; ; it being more ca 
tain, that it was Bre ad unleavened, which 
Chriſt gave to his Diſciples, when he ſaich 


a nix d Cup, which he gave them as the 9 
bol of his Blood. I have already obſervel 


neceſſarily prove the Paſchal Cups to be mixd ; 
Cups; and I think it highly reaſonable 1 
ſuppoſe, that had our Saviour deſigned to ban 
the Euchariſt celebrated in Water as well a 
Wine, he Would have told us ſo: But in ta 
Hiſtory of the Inſtitution we find not the lea 


Hint of auy thing more in the Cup, than 10 | | * 
Fruit of the Vine; Matt. xxvi. 29. which mut 1 
needs imply, either that there was no Water Wit, 


in the Cup, or that Chriſt did not make it: in 
neceſſary eſſential Part of the Inſtitution. - 
Neoph. Our Saviour's Words do not neceſ- 
ſarily exclude Water. Y 
Iren. Neither do they neceſſarily exclude F 


Prohibition will ſuffice : At this rate, provi- 
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1 1 nber a Mind to with the Puchariſtic FEY 
50. F Where was a ridiculous Sedt of Montaniſt. Here- 

in the ſecond Century, call'd Artotyrite, 
ar 8 0 thought it neceſſary to eat Cheeſe with 
. © Euchariſtic Bread: And, might with'as. 
od à Grace have pleaded, that Chriſt had 
wvghere expreſsly prohibited the Uſe of 


i & 
- ceſe, His Words did not neceſſarily EX=. 
ſaidh Bide it. Beſides we are not now en uring, 
wal Hether the Mixture be forbidden, 10 as to 
Sym Make the Uſe of it ſinful, but whether it be ſo 
rvel not as to make it neceſſary ES 

F Neo h. I ſhall prove it to be fo enjoyned, 
nix Heng that Chriſt's Words include Wa- 
le u Ir; for he being a Few, is to be underſtood 
har 8 Salk actor £ the ewiſh Phraſeolog y, 
II *t which Wine mix d with Water is called rhe 
th. wt bo the Vine, and pure Wine the Fruit 
#7 - "cited by Dr. Lightfoot. SY 
ot Fen. This is a Tenſeleſs Diſtinkicn wirke 
ater Nut a Difference: For of what Tree but the 


3 Fine, cahWine be called the Fruit? Or what 
| : irie ever produced Wine and Water? Inſtead 


cel. pinning our Faithon ſuchan abſurdDiſtincti- 
„it "would bemuch ſafer and berter tofollow 
u . Pa, s Advice to Titus, Chap. i. 14. not 
rc v give beed to Jewiſh Fables, and Command- 
ovi- nent of Men that. run from the Truth. 1 
wer 4 | fk Will you not allow the 8 to 

Fettle their o own Language, to aſſign the Notes 


# 


x A 

ER 

+, 42.0; « 

Ay * . a © 

e 

£2 1 

A 

8 N 15 . . 8 

% w 5 * 
1 . 

V 


(12) 
3101 ti 3, nod. FROAP Narr, men 
A en b a 


omm on 
= 1 8 855 


3 4 H 
Ws 
«tg EY 2 
# 


K oy can 105 no "Rule to pa re 
Chriſt's. MN eſpecially when the Interpre = ; 
tation. woll 1 make OD Nonſenſe. Hut in 1 4 
truth, had the  Miſona, the moſt. valuable Par =. 
of the ek d, been conſulted, . ou had ne. e. 
ver; been J 6 by the Authority of Dr. 15 Y 
Fat into tþ iſtake; for t ie T, 1 1 8 
E zprefsly. 490 0 ou, as we can wiſh: 
in we are 91d that che Blefſings uſed; fe Mo 
uit of all other Trees, are, Bleſſed 1 = 
that cr hs Fruit "the. Frey V 
2 * that create Fg the. Fruit fe Yor 
pn, 1 5 725 not ® ES A 


| ill th 8 is Hh was 1 5 Vet. the w 5 
| = at before z and, that 0 Deci { 6 al mo 
97775 1 e wile. 8 


07 dear, I. ud, 2 0 I he 
unmix af dd 110 ee 2 
9 roved the Coptrary-from it, be 
Jad Pd f St. Baſel and St. 4 Hen 
e ould be of more Weight to 4. K. 
enſe of our Savigur's Wee ch. . 
The firſt ol whom calls the Cup, before the 
Mixture, 


I 


<3 . + 
wall Mixture, the Fruit of theVine; and. the * 
deer on Matt. XXVi. 29. in expreſs Words aſ- 
neve erts, that our Saviour made uſe of Wine, 
Y td 1 . ast he Vine produces; and that the Vine 
t K 1 eee, Wine, not Water. 
Neoph. Well, but though the Fruit of che 
ine An Wine only, Wine only may 
de mentioned, becauſe it & Sg Principal In- 


rb q 1 | fry 

pre ren. This i 1s pooely begging the Queſtion, 

ut u nce nothing can be produced to prove it. 

Fart Meoph. In preve it by the Authority of Plu- 

d ne. 5 arch, Who ſays, that a Mixture, though it 

= : ” moſt Water in it, was from the enn 
S Þ Liquor call d Mine. 

ol 1. = ren. This is arguing contrary to your own | 

r a Rules, from the Phraſeolagy of the Greeks, to 


Hen, Ie Phraſeology of the eme: And though the 
5 0 4 Vord Vine may in an improper Senſe he us'd 
l For a Mixture, yet where there is no Proof of 
Op. Mixture, as in the preſent Caſe, it uy 
cd "Mo be taken in its own proper Senſe. 
| I Neopb. By your Favour, Sir, I have a de- 
Was 4 monſtrative Proof of the Mixture and 1ts 
5, Bags too, taken from the very End of 
dhe Inſtitution of the Sacrament; which being 
* we might . forth the Lord's Death, till 
We come, the Cup muſt be ſuppoſed to repre- 
. 4 ſent his Blood ſhed in ſuch a manner, as to 
de. anifeſt the Reality of his Death: This can 
1 Pe done only by a Cup of Wine and Water; 
For all ſhedding of Blood * not neceſſarily 
0 inf cr 


N . By dy | . 
ufer Death; but the Blood and Water whic | 
flowed out of our Saviour's Heart, when the 
Soldier | pierced his Side with the 8 was 8 
a Demonſtration of his being trul 55 dead: Trl 
therefore is the ſhedding of our Lord's Blood, 
which we are to — in the mel 3 1 
and fince Water flowed from his Side at the 
ſame time, we cannot ſhew forth the Re. . 
lity of his Death, but by a Cup of Wine and 
Water. 

Tren. Though ſheddin Blood fro; A ; wound 
which has not reached the Heart, do notnece? 6. 
ſarily infer Death, yet it is evident in F ad, 0 
| that not one in ten of thoſe who die of 2 'S 
Wound, are pierced into the Heart: And 2 W#* 
to the particular Caſe of our Saviour; - hail . 
Wannd,' from uhence the Water and Blood 3: 
flowed, was ſo far from being the Cauſe of FF? 
his Death, that he was actually dead before. a A 
This appears from the Account of it by St. 4 
John Who is the only Evangeliſt, that men. J 4 
tions this Circumſtance of our Saviour's Paſ. 
ſtan. Chap. xix. v. 30. he tells us, that . 1 
fus having received the Vinegar, ſaid, # i: 
Aniſbed And bowed his head and gave up the | þ 
Shafts v. 33. That when they came to Feſt, 
Ind faw that be was dead oak: they brate 
not his lege; but one of the Soldiers. with 1 . 
ſhear pierced his fide; and fort hwith there cane 
qu hlocd and water. I believe by this time A 

ou are aſhamed of your Argument, and am 
forry to find a Clerg ympn fo groſsly ignorant 4 
the 


dot 


Fs 


A 
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hich e moſt important Part of Scripture-Hiſtory, 
* to run into ſuch a fatal Miſtake, and to 


1 "ii ſo poſitively and confidently, that no- 

This can demonſtrate the Reality of Chriſt's 

ood but that, before, and exclufive of 

15 7 ich the Holy 0 witneſſes him to have 
7 


Ten actually dead. 
N 1 VNecpb. Though I have been guilt 5 2 
and Iiſtake here, yet you cannot deny, that the 
Water and the Blood are by St. John in his 
Ft Epiſtle Chap. v. 8. ſaid 2 bear Witneſs 
ur Saviour on Earth: And theſe Witneſſes, 
hom God has connected, we muſt not facri- 
- Hs put aſunder. And I ſhould be 
ad to know, if Water may be omitted, why 
tha Hot Wine? 
Iren. That the Water and Blood bear Wit- 
Els to Chriſt on Earth is an undoubted Truth; 
Nut how does this prove the Mixture ? The 
5 3 ther all underſtand hy the Teſtimony of 
1 1 he Water the Sacrament of Baptiſm. 
I Neoph.. What then? Did not they notwith- 
7 q Pals uſe a mix d Cup: 3 
„„ en. Who among them did, and on what 
2% 4 Prounds, we ſhall ſee, when we come to their 
Y Teſtimonies: : Inthe mean time to your Que- 
. 4% Lion, why Wine may not be omitted as well as 


Vater? | reply, becauſe Chriſt plainly tells 


I by "S that what he appointed to repreſent his | 
ime | 4 Blood, was the Fruit of the Vine; but as he ſays 
rl Pot a Word of Water, ſo neither have you the 
: of Fal Shadow of Proof, that he us d it; for if 


you 


* 
8 
* 


£ 


own' the Silence of ie e Erangelilg as to Wl Z 0 
ter, a ſtifficient e of the Neceſſity oY 
Wine only. 
 Neoph. Two good Reaſons may be given » 
why their Silence is no Diſproof of the Mir 1 
ture. The firſt, becauſe though the Blood off 
the Old Covenant, the Type of that of Chr; 109 
the Author of the Nem Covenant, is not in * 4 ü 
Part of the Old Teſtament laid to be mix 5 
with Water, yet in the Epiſtle to the Hebrem, 4 x Eo 
Chap. ix. 19. We find it expreſsly recorded 
that Moſes took the Blood with Mater; 04 
alſo it may be i in the Inſtitution of the b. 
chariſt. : 4 7 — 
Iren. Before this Reaſon can be of an ; n 
Service to you, you muſt prove the Wa cl ö A 
to have been us'd by Moſes, as an ee 3 
and not as an indifferent uncommanded Rite: . 
and even then your Argument would amoun 0 
to a bare Poſſibility, that the ſame; Omiſſion in 
might be in the Hiſtory of the Euchariſtica the 
Inſtitution ;, and we wont not build Efential ” IM 
on bare Poſſibilities. = Ni 
Neoph. The ſecond Reaſon why the Silenc #77 
of the Evangeliſts in the Hiſtory of the Il. tun 
ſtitution is no Diſproof of the Mixture, is, % 
becauſe our Saviour might conceal i it from thay 2 
Apoſtles, there being e diverſe things, w ich thef Jig 


| were not able to bear, which were aft ward of 
com. * | 


» $89 
. Wks q 


(#4 ) 


Fotmgnicated to aa at the Coming of the 


it — wy Beg) ne ee ent 1 
| 9 dren. I his is abbcher bf your 'Ph Hities, 
f * d ridiculous 2 one; that I am amazed to 


lity 0 wal it from a Man of your Learning; The 
hings, which the Apoſtles were not able to 
given Pear, and of which Chrit f ſpeaks, John! Xvi. 12. 
0 We by the beſt Expoſitors ſuppaſed to be, the 
204 off 1 7 Pirituul Nature 57 the Kingdow' of the Meſ- 
pri, bas, ihe Abrogation of the Ceremonial Law: 
" 111 "4 8 Rejefion of the Jews, and the calling in 


mix the Gentiles, | Theſe Myſteries were ſo 


rem 4 Eomrary to thoſe Prejudices the Diſciples 
rded ad entertained, that they were not able to 

4 0 4 bear them then : But what ſo aſtoniſhing, fo 
Eu hocking to their Faith, could there be, in the 
I niring Water with the Euchariſtic Wine? Was 
. this ſo deep and ama nazing : a Myſtery, that the 
Vat Mapoſtles could not then be in Prudence en- 
ial truſted with? Beſides what was then conceal- 
Rite; ed from them, was revealed at the coming 


unt * the Holy Ghoſt, but we have not a Word 
ſion in a of the Apoſtolic Writings enen ring 
tica he een 7150151 

tial Neopb. To my Arguments frei Vurpeue 


II (hall now add the Teſtimonies of the FA- 


ene THERS ; and my firſt Witness for the Mix- 
e cure is, Fuſtin Muriyr, who was probably born 
2 "2" beforetheDeath'o St. ohn, and lived in Pale- 


th 9 
ther 
ard 
om. 1 


int, where the Chriſtian Religion was firſt pub- 
übel This ee deſcribing the Practice 
of the- Oburch, expreſs| 3 reſtifies, char Water 


Was 


3 
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and .coevalwith the fr hn 
Confutation, but. to daft neo Sllogiſm, a 


Jaſtirutio. 
The Mixture is affix med. MY Ta Marty, 


West wong 


18) 


Was mid with Mine in the Euchariſtic Cup: 
This proves the Mixture an A peſtolical vol 


TIE: a> 


Iren. 3 8 think this . Argument neal no other 3 


» is 


2 


then it will, ſtand th 

That which was in 5 eh of Pa. 
left ing; ahoye AR. Xe ter the Sin 1 ! 
of the Euchariſt, mu 7 


N — 


NP. © - 
EI 


to have been in Uſe in "ie n [ 444 1 4 
e Years, er the Inſtiracio the Eu. V 


. wo L 3 £ 
* % 4 . 

: - 1 1 q 4 1 I 
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h The. A Ware null nale be. coral with 
sede e 
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1 5111 of 
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BE. . is Slag, and TI 1 
bende, One wou dhave ima, 92 
See esthe Name of Primo 
rimitive; that you: ha 1 * Century exprek 8 
your Side, ee ty omanus, Hermas, le- 1 * 
mat 42 58 20% ha er been full and clear in Mee 
your F: avour; fince this of Fuſtin.. Mea aryr is 
enn produce, this bare e 
Mention of che Maxzyre, d the Cuſtom, of ff, 
— where he liy ts not early e- * 
h to prove it ONE h the Inſtitution. 
ie. Words immediately, precooding. choſe 
— Da ee tellsy 
oftheir Prayers hefore thy 
ORD RCREY with a Haß * 


bs 
d 


19 
e ih the mw 3 Nee Roth. 
Fi. x6. 1 Cor. "xvi E. 2 Cor. XIII. 12. 
Theſſi v. 265 1 Pet v 14 Yet this is not thought 
celfiry to PORES © neither the Or Hr 
L Hor le Lover before 
e Euchariſt, though dertainly in Uſe'in the 


te Woes Time, and Approved of by them. 
= I ; Four LovesFeaſts were only Pra- 
hd ce without Precept. 

„ e And your: Mixture has neither Prebent, 
ro Boar as appears from any | Evid nc ) Pra- 
2 Nein the dpoftalic gt. 

wr Peep, We muſt difti gau betweei a Cere- 
101 | the dny and the Matter of an | Inſtitution'; The for- | 
Er are left to diſcretionary Latitude, and = 
vith Noeimtment of Governors; the 1a 
718 4 : liqpenſable, unalterable.” * The Loy e-F, raſte, 
1by| = the Holy Kiſs are of the ormer bort; the 
5 the latter. 


. en That is, in your Opinion; but as I 


reb e are ready conſidered Arguinents from 
2 E Hiſtory of che Inſtitütion, and ſhewn 
1 Eter Hot to be che inſtituted Vatter of the 
* Wp, I mall take leave to call this begging the 
"1x leſtion. 

by 


Neoph. My next Teſhimonies are from 
den eig and Clemens Alexandrinus. 
on. * en. The Paſſages you cite from thoſe Fa- 
oſe Pre are very dark and obſcure, and we illi- 
bon Write Lay-Men are neither Judges what is the 
rd Tranſlation of them, nor what is the Senſe 
0 A Who n you render them by; I muſt 
0 —_—_ - deſire 


| Ee 


deſire you n 88 to ſuch a 7 T 
Ae, as we are capable,of underſt anding, 
- Neophe, LInall, and to ſuch a Teſtimony 
is ice ere in his Point vou eic Satay! gui 7 
| 115 1 mean St. Cyprian” s : He plainly declan 0 
th at our Saviour mix d Water with Js Mine, 4 V 
the Inſtitution, and that we are by his. 5. Exam 0 
end Command ſirifly bound to the Jae; 09 C de 
ſervance. h 
Iren. The whole Tenor of St; Cypria Yo 
63. Epiſtle 1 is to prove the N 1 5 ee . 
ne in the Sacramental 9925 inſt tho 
who adminiſter d in Water on The a 
at Example of our er nl: are: urged 
'prove,, the. Neceſlity of uſing Wine; nat 1 ir 
ter; and wo from his frequent Uſe; of tif 
Phraſe. mixingWine in t he Cup, it appears, ul Fo ff 
he thought the Uſe of Wazerlawful, yet he al: 
bbs inſinuates, that he. though it neceſſan 2 
Meqgnb. Your Argon: is raſh, and had 3 
grad him Fen e Attention, Fg mem 10 6 
ave run. into ſo 59 105 For WR — 
he comes to ſum up tlie Argument, which ® 
the beſt, Explanation. of what goes before „ 55 
draws this remarkable Concluſion, That * tic 
por Water without Wine, nor Wine: wit hu 877 
ater, is the Lord. 5 Cup p. This is ſo cle. 
and full, that you have ng Foſſialip of 1 Fir 
Reply. 1 2 
Iren. Lou triumph too fron: as ſpexious] 4 E 
your Argument is, it is really a poor Miſe Fs 
IRC of the Senſe of St. Cyprian, wil 
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„ 
the place you refer t0, is not ume 
e whole Cauſe, but only 2 2ANz 12 
ence from a peculiar Notion of his, hat cht 
gue ater read an Emblem Mitbe People; aud the 
ectat 1 Nfixture of it with the Huchariſtid N ine re 
YZ Woes: their Unian with Chriſt :\ Having laid 
own this myſtical; Reaſon for the Maxture, 
4 e draws this Inference; This, (that is, if 
b Ei myſtical Reaſon. for the Mixture; be al- 
1 How'd to hold good) in the Conſecration uf the 
erde Cup, we ought not to offer Water. alone, 
or Hine alons And the Reaſon he aſſigns fon 
rect it is, not any Command from, or cha Ken ple 
ged of our Saviour, as by your, artful way of q quo: 
1 Ving him you have endeavour d to perſwade the 
; of ti Der 4 as appears from the, Words imme- 
rs, «i 2 harm following, becauſe if. we aſſer Mine 
nei bone, ihe Blood: f Chriſt begins to be without 
e W:be People. This myſtical Reaſon is the only 
d — he has for the Uſe of Water; he Joey 
Id 10 q not derive, it from the Inſtitution. 77 he 
h was miſtaken; in this, might probably be in- 
1 152 d from the Silence of Scripture, and the 
Difference betwixt his Reaſon for the Inſtitu- 
4 1 tion of the Cup, and that given by our Savi- 
210 ; our Our Saviour appoints it to be for the 
cle # ' Remembrance of his Death; St. Cyprian teaches, 
r off tit to be to repreſent the Union between Chriſt. 
and the People. Jet this very myſtical Rea- 
bon will p rove the Water no conſtituent Part of 
the Cp, becauſe Vine oply is ſaid to repre- 
fent the Blood of Chriſt, which he over and 


Fr 


us | 
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(22 ) 
ei other Parts of this Epiltle; all 
Water is only an Emblem of the People. 18 
have: ia anbagh de prove, that St. Gin ey 
2 the Uſe of Water, only a8 e p. 
actis d dy thik Church, — as the Mat. * i 
oor he Cup. To confidin this, I with- you | 
would obſerve, that he allows the Sacrament i 
df dur Lord's Body and Blood to be pre 6. Nea 
gur d in Melo biſedecx bringing forth Hreadl ti 
and Wins," whence | ON 0: "WW 4 
-*Nooph." To ſpoil the Force of y 4 
mem, "the Au hot of the 0 
5 twi&'obſery'd; chat it is moſt | it 
that Ae lebzſeder offer d \what was commonly 4 
_ drank in thoſe wart” Jountri 1 Was 
Wine diluted. 2 —— 
0 This at bet i is 1 5 Conje8tre be and 5 25 
tho" true, will prove the Mixture to be. ue 4 
accidental, by eb of the Heat of * WF 0 
This I take to be the true Reaſon, wh 
Father uſed the Mixture. And then, in 
Die of unmix d Wine, we conform 65 2 11 
Cuſtbti of eur Climate, as in the Uſe of mixd 
Wine they did to the Cuſtoin'of cheirs. Bot 4 
St. Anhang, a much greater Man than that | 
Authov, affirens, that Melobifedec, the Type 4 
be tinbloody Saoriſice, Fus t0 Abraham Breed 
on the unmiæ d Cup. 4 72 
- Neoph, Be it ſo then: But what mos | 1 Gr 
x there, that the n and e ſhould | 14 F. 
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(2). 
e In the * fundamental Particular, 
erein they are necellarily deſign d to 502 
i ey can admit of ne Addition ofl any other 
ficalf Wes Symbol to make them differ: V Nom 
Mat. as St, Cyprian ſays, the Image wo Chriſts 
you Wcrifice conſiſted of Bread poi. Wine, tlie 
rrifice it ſelf muſt be allow 'd to canfiſt.of 
ead and Wine alſo; and this being the main 
damental Point, in which Aſelabiſedac was 
ut Type of Cbriff,, will admit of no Addition, 
8 ©7ria» being thought ſo deciftve in this: 
int, and. fo great Weight laid by you on his 
chority, I elite, to know, Whether you 
Ink it neceſſary to revive 'the Cuſtom or 
EE rmunicating Infants, of which he ſpeaks 
Ich ſo much Favour, and whicin the whole 
id urch down to the twelfth Century practi- 
. and is continued in the Oriemal Church 
> this Day? e 
e WB Neoph. The great Huber of the Reaſons has 
e id — that you thay revive it as ſoon as 

u pleaſe. 

Len. And yet that very ae aan fe 
zut ral Witneſſes confeſs d, Thar this 17 Tas 

1 ale. on 4 > _—_ gd _ vi. 33 \ And 

We Ancients. "Ip 2 4 1 
Neopb. This 8 is bt cums be. 
[ re St. Cyprians Time, and he does not plead 
q Er it as neeeſſary, or enforc d by a Command. 
our Sevi ? Whereas the Micture is 
N prove 
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r 
provid: ncteſſary from Fuftin Naityr, Tren He. 
Hen The Neceſſity of Wine in the Cup me, 
indeed prov'd from x he Fathers, tlie Neceſ ur 
ty of Water neitlier from tliem not St. Cyprial 


7 
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As to Communicating Infants, if the Fathe 
grounded it on thoſe Words of Chriſt, Exc: 
cer che Floſs of che Son of Mon, 6d dM". 
 bis:Blood, ye habe n e there A. 
be no Diſ pute, but _ look d on it as nec "= 
ry to the Salvation 0 Infants, and enforo - 
by the poſitive Command of our Savivur. BM... 
to return to the Mixture, Origen,” who N ite 
Cotemporary to St. Oyprian, nay, the earl. 
of the two, declares openly, that our Szvi, 
did not miæ his M ine, and that be entertain 
his Diſciples with unmix d M ine. I know yl 
pretend to diſcover, that the Paſſage is co 
rupt, and ought to be read otherwiſe; bull 
you Have not dealt fo fairly in this Conti 
verſyß as to deſerve to be believd, when ye tu 
cannot produce ſo much as a ſingle Copy Mie C5 
countenance your new Lection. Pods 
MNeoph. My next Authority ſhall be fro / 
dhe Apoftalical Conflirutions, - which, in title 
Conſecration Prayer, addreſsd to God in mes 
higheſt Circumſtances of Solemnity, plain n of 
ſay , bat our Saviour, at the 'InftitutinWtfore: 
m d the Cup with Wine and Water. An are 
can we ſuppoſe, that in ſo folemn' a Part ¶ thus 
divine Service, the Compiler of that Pray as be 
would tell God a Lie? Y 
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„en Theſe Cunftirutiant were not ext 
bear 300 Lears after Chr, by whicls 
me rhey might be mort poſitive of our 8a. 
e wing. a mix'®/ Cup, chan they ng 
ad Grounds:to be; thus, tho' the Veracit 
W the Author of this Prayer ſhoutd be-allowtÞ 
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drin 3 1 VE" 
1 8 & yet, 10 deal plainly with you, I ſee no 
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210n to give 


EI 


ben. I ſhall not meddle with His new No- 

In concerning it, it being of little Impor- 
rc to tlie preſent Controverſy; but only 
e my Reaſon for calling it ſo! notorious 4 
Drgery, and you, or the Doctor for you, may 

ly to it at your Leiſure. This Prayer is in 
hehe twelfth Chapter of the eighth Book of 


* 1 e Conſtitut ions, and uſher'd in with theſs 


F 


| Words: I James, he Brother of John 20. 


froh 1 of Zebedee, appoint that, &c. and the 


ti mes the Son of Zebedee. Now James the 
in en of Zebellse was dead a conſiderable Time 
ionefore the Council, in which theſe: Conſtirutis 
Au are pretended to be made, was held: which 
't 03 l thus prove. 5 Fames, ; the Son of Lebeaee!; 
a)" Mas beheaded by W as the Chronology 
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ti cle of the Chapter is, The Cunſtitution off: 


e 
in the Margin of our Bible fixes it, Anno Don. beſt, 
44. See Ars 12. Anno Dom. 51. The CouncilWiry i 
at Feruſalem met to conſult about the Neceſſ. 8 Ne 
ty of obſerving the Fewiſb Law The Hiſto pf In 
xy. of this Council is related in the ſixth Bock Igre 
of the Conſtitutions, Chap. 12. and in the two hur 
next Chapters it is ſaid, that 4 con/iderabl: Much. 
time after, the Apeſiles viſited the Brethren Wh Ire 
and on the Account on the falſe Chrifts , and fallel Reply 
Prophets, which then went about in Sbeep he V 
Cloathing, aſſembled together, and wrote rb Fer; 
Catholic Doctrine. St, Fames, the Son of _ 
hedee, at the time of tlie Council at. Feruſe| f. Ne 
tem, had been dead- near eight Years, and 7 
tho we ſhould allow the conſiderable time ſpeci 
after not to amount to above twelve Years hat 
yet what Authority can we allow to a Conſti ect 
tution pretended to be made by a Man, hoff Tre 
at the time of making! It, had been dead twen· s no 
ty.Years? | ſince 
|.  -iNeoph. The Mixture is mention 4. as theſthe 
| Cuſtom of the Church, in the Liturgie offt. C! 
| St. Baſil and St. Chryſoſtom. With. 
Tren. This will not prove the Neceſſiy of it; : Ne 
and in both theſe Liturgies warm Water i cil, ] 
order d to be pour d into the Cap after Con. Iche⸗ 
ſecration, which is not your Practice. Beſides Malone 
Dr. Cave complains, that theſe Liturgies hae Priet 
been miſerably interpolated from time to time; ¶ App 
| and Du Pin places them among the ſpurious he 1 
en I wels F 1 or the d i acl 
eli 
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by 
Ti 
Ro 


= | a 
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on, N Peſt, and ſo they can be of no certain n Autho: 
neilſß Fity in any Caſgm. 0 elde 
e. Neoph: Lou inay talk as much 28 you! pleaſe 
ſto of Interpolations, but thoſe Paſſages, which 
ook gree with the Doctrine and Practice of the 
two Thurch at that time, ca nnot be ſuf] potted. 2: as 
able 4 uch. 1 

ren ren. What 1 how: already quoted. in any 


all reply to your Diſtin&ion about the Fruit of 

ne Vine and the Fruit of the Tree, from theſe 
rry Fathers, may give Ground enough for 
ach a Suſpicion, I in 
Neoph.' The Authority of the Councih of 
Pale ma _ to _ ay 6 —_ picion, 
ſpecially ſince they tell us from St. Chryſoſtom, 
15 Adpinifiring — the Po 
. ect Contradiction to Apoſtolical Practice. 
ho Tren. The Quotation of a Council Ann. 680. 
<n-Ws no Proof, that they<had not been inſerted 
ſince the time. that thoſe Fathers lived: And 
he Contradiftion to Apoſtolical Practice 
of St. Chryſoftom complains of is the Any 
Without Wine, not without Water. 
Neoph. Having mentioned the Trullan Coun 
, Lil. I proceed to that Canon thereof, in which 
on- Ache Armenians are condemn'd for uſing Wine 
les alone, and it is decreed, that if any Biſhop or 
are Prieft did not officiate according to the A. poffle 8 
ne; Appointment, nor mix Water with the Wine, 
dus he ſhould be depos d, as repreſenting the My- 
at ſtery imperfectly, and * on what was 
a deliver d. 
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and 


a8 


E 2 Iren. 
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(4). 
1 Fara told, chat the zinal is fairy f 
capable of a contrary Senſe, 10 as to bean T 
ahdoybred Prohibition-of the Mixture. F 
Neoph. What do you mean, Sir?” Woulll ] J 
ou put up the Council in a dark Room, and 4 
them into Nonſenſe and Diſtradtion] KHova 
T his would be riding at full Speed out of then 
Wäts; no Fever, no Frenzy can exceed it: A 
this rate, theſe 200 Biſhops broke ont of ſom Pyr, 
Mad-houſe, and ran into the Emperor's Palace, Wbor 
where his Ma jeſty was ſo kind as to 7255 then Y 
fit with the Character of a Council, 4 
en. Lou are witty; Sir, but it is > Reaſon 2 
gotiRaillery, muſt cpnvince me. ſhall bel Uh 
{oi fo liberal as to grant you, that the Work Ind 
mean, as you tranſlate them, and yet I ſee no Mor 
Servioe they can be of to you; for, as to hei A: 
Gondemnation'of the Armenizhe, the Reaſon N nore 
dr it was not the bare Want of Water in thei _ 
Cup, but che pernicious Hereſy on which they 
founded it, ois. Phat there Was but one Na. 7 
ure n Chlift, © The Armenians, (ſuys Biſhop Ft 
Morton, in his Cavbalic Appeal) were Hot judo i 
for not mixing Mater with Wine in the 22 e 
i, bit. only Hunde: Radfaroft ar wiring 
whith was bereticat==—left thereby they might Con. 
ferm to confeſs th Union of tbe tu Nature 
in Oprift.- As to the definitive Part of the for, 
Canon; I ſee no Reaſon, why that fhould be the Frey 
only Decree of =_ Council euro for 
to be reviv d. ö i Con 
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vl 5 . Ida det appeal mache 8 

a ut: the: "Teltimony of f the Councu and the 
Teſtimony — — Bithaps, 
2 s ſure goad Evidence of Matter af Fact: And 
_ heſ Call teſtify, that uſing Wonen 15 in 


3 
1 


No ating on Inſtitution 
en. Two hundred Chriſtian Babbage ae 


1 1.54 Evidenee af à Fact, where they were | 
ome . 3: but not of what was done 
ace, bout 600 Lear,, before any of chem Tas 


1755 The next thing inſiſted on a8 — 
r for the Dead: 


I nd 0 opens 5 Communication between this 
World and the other. | 
Een. Good Sir, a little lefs Rhetoxic, and 
Wnore Argument: And firſt, if you pleaſe, in- 
Worm me, of what Uſe our Prayers are to the 
Dead? 4 
Mop 5. The Interval between Death 2d 
the Eid of the World, being a State of im- 
4 ind ſupreme. Happineſs not to 
NM. be 3 the Reſurrection, Prayer for 
19, Pe Dead may be fuppoſed to improve the 
"i $ Condition, and raiſe the Satisfactions of this 
re Period; a nd ſome leſſer Eailinga, unattoned 
the for, „may on that Account be forgiven to Men 
hell Gs: and honeſt in the main, and Faults, 
ry for which they might otherwife ſuffer in the 
4 Conflagration, be paſs d over. 
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perfect Bliſs, 
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ann hs bn 


Tren. And will a bare Poſſibility of this N 
| Der there is an equal Poffibility of the aul . 
trary, prove Pr ayer For the Dead a neceſſarſ J WA 
Duty? Or if our Prayers old be ſo benefic. 
al to the Dead, is it conceivable, that Chill . 
and his Apoſtles would have given us no man 
ner of Direction to pray for the Dead, 0 JF 
Example of it, no Reni to it? : 

Necpb. St. John aſſures us in che laſt vert 
of his Goſpel, that our Lord hid many thing 1 
beſides _ which are wyitten : And how 
can we be ſure, but Inſtructians c on this Heal 3 
_— be ſome of them? | 4 | 

Ten. This i is childiſn Triſling: The Eau. * 
geliſt ſays; there are many things, which 70 1 
fan did (by which the beſt Expoſitors under. 3 
Rand his ditacies): not written in this Boot 
and by what Rule of Reaſoning can you thence 1 Tr 
infer; tharmany things he taught are not writ 
ten? At this rate every new Fancy of an 
future Innovator, if not ſupported by any o r 
ther Part of Scripture, My _ defended by Prov. 
"_ tes; et. 3 

- \Neoph. But what, if we can prove Prov 
for the Dead en joyned 3 in Scripture? 
Len. Then you need not have made chi 
fooliſh Objection. 

Neoph. The ſecond Book. of Maccabees # 
thoug] no Part of the inſpired Writings, vel 
is an unexceptionable Teſtimony of Matter 
of Fag: And in the twelfth peer of that 
| Book 


85 
9 


I : 3 
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1 311) 
ot we have an Inſtatee of Prayer for he 
ann ec h Fes 
ln Len. The Men, for whom thoſe Prayers 
ef 55 offered died in unrepented Idolatry, ſee 
er. 40. and for ſuch Men kr __ not think 
3 awful to pray © © 
fr Though they went too! far, Nil 
Mis proves, that the Jer prayed for the 
I Pead; and though the Exceſs was criminal, | 
e Prayer it ſelf might not be ſo. n 
Iren. Again at your Might-nots? Either pro- 
ace ſome Proof for what you ſay, or I ſhall 
3 Pre Leave to conclude, chat the Prayer it 
a Eif, not only might be, but was, exceeding 
Je rhat they had any Warrant to do. 
der Neoph. Eph. vi. 18. St. Paul commands 
0 proy for all Sainte, this neceſſarily 1 in- 
ludes the Dead. | 


* 


Tit- A Ven. Your Expoſition has no Fe ou adadioty 
any the Context; nor any Commentator ancient 
.. r modern to countenance it: And till you 
C Drove the Dead the proper Object of our Pray- 
rs, the Phraſe all Saints muſt be underſtood 


yer $f all the Living Saints only. We read in 
Scripture, that devout Men carried Stephen 
e Fo his Burial, and made great Lamentation 
pver him, but no where, that they offered any 


cet, ip vers for him; which its highly reaſonable 
yl 1 they would have done, had this 
tter Fort of Devotion been then looked on as an 


hat BEJential Chriſtian' Office. St. Paul writing to 
00k the Theſſalonians, cautions them to reſtrain 
A their 


$ (3 33; » 
their immeoderats Grief fur the Lofꝰ of cha 
Friends, and 3 the lat Days 1: the 
Hopes of meeting at the L T 
Chap. iv. Here had, been a fair © i 
of 1 them in mind to ſhew their eo 
ons to —.— Friends, by pray WE for then, I 
hereby they might improve t ndition 
and get them advanced to a greater Degree % 0 
Bliſs; but the 4 ſays noching like 3 it, * 
knew nothi this Davide, 9 b 
 Neeph. You: will not ſure, that 99 
Tan pray d for Onefiphorus after he was dead, 
2 Tim. i, 16 for had he been alive, the Apo 
ſtle would have ſaluted him diſtinctly, as was 
his Cuſtom, where the: Maſter of the F amg 
WAS living, and not his: Heuſhold only. 18 
knew you have an Ewaſion for this, by 
pretending, that he was then at Rome, and 
that v. 17. is not with our Franſlation to ben! 
rendxed when be was at Rome, but being n F 
Rome, in the preſent Tenſe: But were it ill 7 
the Nen of ſo eonſiderable a perſon 
Would certainly have heen ſent to Timothy. 1 
Trans, But what if our Tranſlation be ac, 
and he had been lately at Rome, but was not 
there when' St Fat wrote to Timothy, bull l 
either on his Return Home, or gone to ſome 
other Place 2 Then the Omiſſion af any Sa- 
Iutat ian to er from him is eaſily accounted 
for. And had he been dead, it had been more 
. for * N. to. have called it the 
| Heuſhold * © 


— 
or TH = 


or yhoſoeverelſe was 
lead of the le Fal pron ; 


time. . U- ary 0 
Mecph. It is Lime to proceed to the og: 

4 ones. of t tne 2 athers.; 5 and the. irſt +. ſhall 
produce, is Tertullian, who Houriſhed Within 
ess than 109, Years wr the Death of TO hn. 
ben. 1 can tell you of a much earlier Leſti- 
Jony, and of conſidera le Weight in this 
on troverſy, but not an your, Side: I wean 
he Eypiſtle of the (hurch of. un raufen 
*. = Martyrdom of St. Polycarp; i n; which 
* # ve ha ve an Account. of ache ecent locerraent 


0 =. * 4 


= for — 4 
Neoph. This is on! y to pol my 1 
4 from Tertullian, who witneſſes, That the 
Fbriſtiant of his Time mentioned the Names 
t the, deceaſed on the Anniverſary; of their 
N 2 eath, in the Prayers of the Euchariſtic Sacri- 
4 ce - This Practice he allows to be uncom- 
Inanded in Scripture; but affirms. it to be 
, Frounded on Tradition, confirmed by Cuſtom, 
Fe ud followed by. one Generation on rhe Cr edit of 
That which went before. AY Ry 74 
4 Len. If there be no Command i in, Scripture 
for r Prayer for the Dead, as Tertullian al- 
Pops, then your own Evidence has overturned 
aol Your Proofs from Scripture. 191 
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* y ; * f 
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| - F | Neoph. 
— | ; 


Nr 


(&) 
Npb. Not ſoʒ for ſpeaking in the ſame Place 
of Trine-Immerſn in Baptifm, he ſays of that 

: too; that we have no Law for it in Scripture: | 3 rin 
Not that We have none for Baptiſm, but that | 1 + f 
we have none for the Circumſtance of Trine. A Pa ; 
inmerflon; and fo he may likewiſe mean, that F: 
though we have a Command i in Scripture to 

for tlie Dead, yet we have none for do- 
wg! it % the preciſe y of their Death. 
Tren. This Anſwer would ſuffice, if as clear Pu 
Seripture- Proof; could be produced for Prayer Wh 
for the Dead, as for Baptiſm: That Sacrament 

is manifeſtly inſtituted there, but of Pro 17 
the Deas there is not one Word, any more r fo 
than of the time for it. Now Tradlition alone 3 erne 
can make nothing neoeſſary, and if this Teſti- Fro: 
mony ĩs of ſuch Force as you pretend, why have 1 dr: 
not revived Trine-Immerſfion? - Paint. 

| Newph, Let it be revived as ſoon as you ich 
pleaſe | 
Iren. That's no Anſwer; if Tradition makes 
the Revital ef the. one 1 8 1 dhe 0 K 


other neceſſary alſo. nt. f bei 
Neoph. Prayer for the Dead has been all 2 Por wi 


long Pradtilcd in the Church till the 160 Tom 
Century, Trine-Immerſon long ago laid 2. 
ſide, for which no doubt the Church had good 1 Þnpro 
Realon, | | . 


Iren. I grant it, and that Reaſon was the | ande 
Authority the Church has in chings indifferent, nere! 
which ſhe may diſcontinueor not, as wlll . n Sci 


buy 


Al c 


35 
eee i Hes 5 5 55 Liberty: 
own 


at i 1 7? 1 405 the yell not into 2 radicion, 


e. put the ontinuance of. ir in the ( church in 
at | ter Ages, 


ES. 


Necpb. er geg. is but a Ceremony 
„ 4 Eren the Celebration of Baptiſn, bur 
Prayer for the Deed i is an an Ep CHriſties 


t 4 5 | ; 
yer © 1 Tren. This 18 ps 87 your Opinion, bot 
ent ere does Tertullian make this Diſtinction ? 

er XZ Neoph. The thing ſpeaks for it ſelf; in Pray- 


Wn Er — the Dead an Article of F aith is con- 
ne 4 erned, and the Communion. of Saints is. not 
ſti- Ihroughly anſwered without rt. 

we Iren, Wherein our Communion with the 


| en conſiſts, is excellently explained by 

7008 Pearſon, and-other learned: Writers of 

= 117 9 7 on the Creed; none of whom make 

kes hs for the Dead any Part of it; And it 
the zs incumbent on you, who afſert the contrary, 

the o prove, that Prayer for the Dead is capable 

. Bf CEE " beneficial to the Saints departed ;, 


4 c 4 Man, whom God has bleſſed with 


sch FommonSenſe, can! imagine our Communionwith 
2. Ihe Saints to conſiſt in offering uncommanded, 
20d Anprofitable Prayers for them? 

3 F b. You miſtake in calling them uncom- 
on anded, and if Tertullian really meant, that 


Bere was no Law for the Prayers themſelves 


S g * he was miſtaken to. 
but E 2 - ow 


(35 
A eh, Ir believe Tertullian was indeed . 9 
ſtaked, but not in hat,” but in the Confirmz. 9 
dodge as ns er for the Dead to harte 
Alton. Tfhall'give three Reaſors Ml tk 
w I think ug Hiram miſtaken; and the 12 
be is, becauſe we have not the leaſt Hint of 
Wen Practice before his Time; the ſecond 4 | 
be aufe er his. Time we hear nothing of K 
— BEAR kill after the third Century: The 
laſt, becauſe it is probable he received this & 2 
Rn e with his Montaniſm. 
817 1 15 firſt and ſecond Reaſon n 
by; that" if ris Writer prior to Terrullian ſins 
45 ge him fl, bf Afric, till the third Cen. .. 
tury, recommends T yet © for" che Dead, 0 } 1 
neither does any Cöndemn it. I. 
en. A very preßt Tradition, Where no : 
thing isd&dlivere&l And which is to be proved. 4 
3 arg imonics gf Perſons w 2h acquain- n 
tt it, Put by th ch Silence" of thoſe wholſ 
8 Feind of it. Hem ood in 
*Neoph. To Tir third Reaſon 1 anſwer 125 
than it = Had received this Tradition toge. E 
ther with his Montani en, it would not follow, F J. 
that it was ehenddito: for though the Mint bbliz 
nie believed Mont nus the Org of the ig 
Holy Ghoſt, preached up Divorces, and impo qi 
ſed new Rigours, they were otherwiſe, as tl 1 
the main of their Creed, Orthodox enough. | 
ren. Suppoſe they were, yet this will ne. by 
ver prove, that an Oſage of theirs is not n Nr 
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g ne 7715 rely! dee aa of their 45 
555 Y bx 5 Treatiſe 4% Cylbna was 

5 DEED 285 57 turned od . iſt. 


8 

me ith, vaGae | in Toy 

15 ranch of Montani ſn, wh 
or tlie Dead, fall under! 0 


e 
ine ae 


Ich ae 


on nzular an RARE > eſpecially confide+ 
len I neithe 9 99 iphauius, nor 
5 
„ ſo ical Errors. „ 
en. All öde its er : de when Pray: 
nei A br for the Dead was. come into more general 
vel e, and it is the | wy that they, who lived 
Fi the Practice bt few, Would c nien 

ain. L Fi thi ract 0 Hdemn them. 
who cf * 


IF" Te Tank "Dead be Monta- 


5 and general "Ofe : in the Time 

Fnufebint, i ill be hard to acquit the W 

| Tele Cpuncil from this Imputation, 

Jen. The Exror! is not ſo dangerous, a9 

mn Pblige any Man, who does not eſteem the 

the Miene Council infallible, to take Pains to ac- 

po, quit them from being miſtaken | in thisPoint. 

5 % Neopb. Was not the Church then in a State 

* e Purity? And ſince we receive their Creed, 
Fwby ſhould we NEW them miſtaken in their 

ahi re n 
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Ever, Ira 
EF per Aan Ie he em ina wi 


28 1¹ eonſi s:of weak, fallihle Men: 7 
1 uch ome cr Purity, as is confiſtent wil a 
ee and Infirmities f Mankind kl I 
ors of leſs Conſequence, and Uſages Hot vol A 


cry, de A Wale * 105 7 : Fi 


Ye 1 e chi Wan £ ger yy 
1 75 vs 15 ry: 


the e nominatet M 
4 Ha! 


| for © Curtin 

8 ſhould nat he nt pd f 
47 Th 1. Deceaſe at 25 Euchariſtic Sacrifice e C 
705 8 wre rhis Repoſe 


to Cod. 
75 E * 


_ 


no R * 4 


a ronment has Wy ſe, o eld 3 
to be trat 5 1 
for his re 19 70 Peace. 1175 

Neopb. But the Kati . one, who le. 
a Clergyman his Executor, was not good how 7 
en Gale they give Thanks for fuck a W 


cample? 
. You f peak before you think; for 
had you conſidered the Paſſage der De. 


ba „ 


ee, peu could not but obſerve, that it is an 
press Decree, to give no Thanks for ſuch 4 
An ar's Example, and that the ufual Praiſes 
Would not be {ent up to Heaven on his Account. 
VNecpb. But why did the Church give Thanks 

t ne r che Death of its Members; were the Sur- 
h vers then glad, purely becauſe the good Peo- 
n fee were gone from their Company? Did they 
Joyce only becauſe * were rid of them? 
en. If you can be ſerious in ſuch Que- 
ons as theſe, you are to be pitied : But 
a Chriſtian, who believes, that God has 
% epared unſpeakable Joys for thoſe, who love 
20 id fer ve him, can beat a lofs to know, why 
er, e Church ſhould give Thanks for the Deli- 
% rance of the Righteous out of this trouble- 
me World, is ſomewhat difficult to conceive. 
n en may call ſuch Trifling as this Wit, but 
ca; favours too much of Profaneneſs, to be ap- 
-Wanded by any ſerious good Chriſtian. 
3 Neoph, The ancient Lag in the Apo- 
Polical Conſtitut ions has a Prayer for the Saints 
eparted: And wemeet with Prayer forthe Dead 
n the Liturgies of Sr. Baſil and St. Chryſo- 
Nom, the old Gallican and Moſarabic Mifſals 


Ve Ordo Romanus, and in almoſt all the reſt 
Hen. 1 have ſaid enough of the Apoſtolic 
in; Poenſtitutionc, when you cited them for the 


: 
"Cited by Caſſander. 
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Mfirture; and ſuppoſing all theſe Lirurgies 
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for fould be proved much ancienter , than 
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the t Age of Nb can. 
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Iren. iphanius mult. 
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their Memory at the Euchariſt. E 


0 #). 
ber. He fptaks in this very Qubtation 
Ne 2 Man, who” doubted ey his Pray- 
were of any Service to His F riends decea- 
jd, or no. 1 It. 60 Ill e 12798 15 
; \ "Neophs St. Aufi declites, that i it was the 
Ebene the 'UniverſsÞ Church in his Tinte 
Wo pray for the Dead: And kimſelf prayed for 
Wis is dedbeaſed Mother: Mopar > 7 
Ven. St. Auſtin, who lived about the latter 
gad of the fourth Centur ry, eines too late; to 
ea competent Witnefs' if "Retling : a . 12 
1 bout what was done in the firſt; and ſecond. 
Megb. St. Oyhil of 7 affirms it to 
e Church, to pray 


"have been the Cuſtom bf t 
or all the faithful deceaſed, in the Commin- 
ion Office, and that they believed this a Me 
"Wcneficial/ Service to the Spirits departed, 
ben. In the Sentence aeglately Prece- 
ing he ſpeaks H ſying to the Biterceſſion of Pa- 
riarcbhs, Prophets and Martyrs, that God 
3 gbr reetive' their Requeſts by Virtue of the 
Prayers and Intreaties of them; which is fach 
In Affront to our Sævibur's Mediatorial Office, 
1. ghat I Hope Fort wilt ſcarce PT] in its De- 
227 155 Af Ce. 
Nieopb. Tho' we have but one Wedlizat of 
Redemption, there may be many of Interceſ- 
n: Every one, who ſollicites for another at 
tone Throne of Grace, is ſo far a Mediator 
vas a Mediator for his Friends, and pre- 
* 8 ailed with God. St. Paul deſired the Epbe- 
Fan, Chap. vi. v. 19. to . for him, and 
G when 


D ov 


I. 
ot E 


. Neeph. Thope you will not ſay, that PrayerifſMcs, | 
For the Dead is abſolutely unlawful; and if i hur 
be granted lawful, there needs no more tie ce 
prove it neceſſary, for it is a neceſſary DutyMhem. 
to pray for all, > whom it is lawful to pray. Ne 
Jen. I think it a ſufficient Reaſon to as ta 
doubt of the Lawfulneſs of Prayers for then the 
Dead, that they are unwarranted: We havii- S, 7 
no Command for, or Direction concerningſems 
them, in Scripture; no Promiſe to, or Exam e B 
ple of them; ſo that we cannot offer them in 
Faith; and whatſoever is not of Faith, if 
_ FLEET 
Neopb. Since there is no Prohibition of then Ve, 
in Scripture, ſince they are no where therein ray 
; | « . © 

condemn'd, the Authority of the Church is ade 
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very Necel 
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„„ 
aff their Lawfülneſ ese. 
o ben. The Church in the Apoſtolical Age did 
ot enjoin them, neither does our own; what 
Re. Mnhurch's Authority then is it that you mean? 
the Neoph. Our own has not condemn'd it, the 
| to L dpoftolical practis'd it, and it is fo guarded by 
* reſcription and Authority, that a particular 
TtoWhurch cannot ſet it aſide. 
oni Ven. It is ſtrange” you can fo confidently 
weiſhmrm, that the Apoſtolical Church us'd Pray- 
ue for the Dead, when Iu don't pretend to 
ii roduce any earlier Teſtimony than that of 
ant ertulian; and all your Preſcription and Au- 
Whority has been already weigh'd M the Balan- 
eres, and found : wanting. As to our on 
f i rhurch, if laying aſide the Practice of them 
toe condemning them, ſhe has condemn'd 
. Neoph. It will bear a Diſpute, whether ſhe 
to pas tatally laid them aſide or no. The Petition 
then the Litany; Kemnember not Lord our Offen- 
ae es, nor the Offences of our Forefat bers, &c. 
ung ems to reach the deceas'd, and the Prayer in 
ame Burial Office which begins, Almighty God, 


n ich whom do live the Spirits of them that de- 
iert hence in the Lord, &e. ſeems full to this 
Penſe. : 1 
hen Tren. If the Church in her preſent Liturgy 
rein prays for the Dead, to what Purpoſe have you 
15 ade all this Noiſe and Diſturbance, about a 
er Neceſſity of Alterations on that Account? 
__ 2. Meoph, 


44 
Neqph. Becauſe: 65 does not pray for then Ti 
fully and explicitely enough; now, in thing Jie! 
of this Couſequence, the Senſe ſhould be cla ©; 
and expreſs, and free from all Ambiguity. 

Iren. If yout are ſatisfied, that you have cl 
Subſtance, ſure it is much detter to be content 
with that, than to make a Breach in the Chur 

of Chriſt. 9 1 711401 4 

Neoph. I am not Latiafied,, that we hive the 4 | 
Subſtance ; for unleſs the Words Militant bene ” 
on Earth be ſtruck out of the Communion 1 
Office, the Dead are not remembred in tha 
Euchariſtic Sacrifice, and our Prayer for them 1 
not bang en join d with the Memorial of Chriſti : 5 
Paſſion, mut loſe its moſt valuable Recon 4 Nin 

mendation. Nay + farther, thoſe Words ſeen Ford 
lign'd to exclude Prayer for the Dead; ani - $f tl 
then, if the Litany and Burzab-Qffice compre . 
hend the deceas'd, there is a plain Inconſiſten 
cy in the preſent Liturgy. of Hier A 7 roy 

Iren. To put up a Petition i in one Office, and 4 _— 

not put up the ſame im another, ie no Inconſ 

| lien he * KAN } SAY 4 

Neop h. The Words Alcan here on Zan J 

are not Terms of Omiſſion, but Excluſion. 2 

Iren. Of Excluſion from the Office, where 

in they are us d. Igrant they are; but not n 

thoſe Offices, in which they are not us d. Be Pe 

ſides the Queſtion is not, whether we may ſo 
lawfully deſire to have thoſe Words omitted, 
but. whether, it will warrant. a Breach in the — 
eh the — of them be refuſed ? I whe 
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hen bb. The Church dag tid hath 74 : 
ing ne State, we hadAuthority to do what we 
la id, and to reſtore theſe hinge in what Man- 

thi tn. And 1b from the Churck's being N 
ten ependent on the State, you would infer, that 
urch f independent on the Churct, 5 
nd at Liberty to alter the 9/4 Liturgy, com- 

tha hole new Forms," and ſet up nem Eſentials Ih | 

ben Pppoſition jo the Church. If this be hep 

101-8 — awd of Reaſoning," 1 envy you. not your 


dem i Neaphs If we had been ever f much tmiſta- 

riſt en, as to the Neceſſity of reſtoring the four 

-onWhings contended for, the Church ought, ac: 

cenording to St. Paul's s Rule in the fourteenth 

andpf the Romans, to have complied with our 

Weakneſs, rather than ou, to a Diviſion - 

[0 bout a Matter, Which we cannot wave, and 

ou may without Hocking your Conſciences 

and Practiſe. | 

on Ven. F * before you hy borrowing an 

Argument from the Papiſft, n ou are 

arti learning to cant from th bd Ds gelen whoſe 

ommen Plea this is for tlie Teceſlity of the 

ere Governours of the Church making thoſe Al- | 

roy [ 4 Serations 1 In the Worſhip and Diſcipline there- 

fof, which their weak (duften cannot eom- 

Il el with. But the ſame” Anſwer. will ſerve 

tech yon both, vis, That the Compliance St. Paul 

tie prefles is in things of 2 Indifference, 
bers the Complier is emirely at Liberty: 

"| ys 1 But 
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But he no, where directs us to break thro? thi 
Kale of a fix d Communion, diſobey the ON 

ders of the Church we belong to, ſcandaliai 

its beſt and trueſt Members, nay, and ad 

againſt our: own ſudgments, out of a Con 

pliance to the Prejudices of thoſe of a diffeÞ 

rent Opinion from us. 

Neoph. The third Thing neceſſary to be 18 

ſtor d, is a Prayer for the Deſcent of the Hoh 

Ghoſt on the Sacramenal Elaments, without 

which, we are of Opinion, they are not duly 

conſecrated. The Apoſtolical Conſtitutions have 

2 Petition in the Conſecration Prayer, for the 

Dieſcent of the Holy Ghoſt, to make the Bread 

Chriſt: As have alſo all the ancient Liturgie 

cited under the former Head, St. Cyril of 5e. 
ruſalem, and St. Auſtin teach, that the Conſe- 

cration is perform d by the Operation of the 

Holy Ghoſt; 48. Baſil refers to the knownſi 

Prayer for its Deſcent on the Euchariſtic Ele- 

ments, as one Inſtance of unwritten Tradition. 

I might allege more from Ecclefaftical Anti. 

quity,, but I think this is ſufficient... | 
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here, after the moſt diligent Search, I can 
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eben upon them. Now what he did, he com- 
Dee 5H, OTH 9G 
Irguing; and is beſides altogether a Miſtake : 
For bleſſing, or praying for. a Bleſſing, no 
Where in Scripture ſignifies Praying for the De- 
ent of the Holy Ghoſt ; neither did any Com- 
Wentator, ancient or modern, ever ſo under- 
Fand Chriſts Words; and if this new Interpre- 
lation of yours hold good, craving a Bleſſing 
Bt a Meal is praying for the Deſcent of the 
Hoh Ghoſt on our Viftuals, and when Chriſt 
EÞleſs'd the Loaves and the two ſmall Fiſhes, 

ne pray d for the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt + - 
ne pon thenk..;c] 50. 325: 00h Hoch — 
ou Neoph. This Term Bleſs has not always 
re, Nhe ſame Signification, the Difference of the 
a. Action, 
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(43) 
tim, by which Is, meh, de Bitz 
and there ean be m 
Parallel 9 — a. foley Iaſtivation and 
Samen Meal... 1b 
% Len. Jaſt before you Ainet that: to. ble; 
in Scripture; Language Ggnified to pray for; 
eſſing to be conveyed by the Deſcent of th 
Holy Ghoſt; this you ſaidof theSignificationof 
e Worg in. general Without any Limits 
itrbad that Senſe only ry the Hiſtory of til 
itution, but there will be ſomething: mor: 
jan your bare Aſſertion requilite, © brow 
us ag even there 
Nac b. By producing oder, parallel Paſſi 
ges of Scripture, I ſhall evince that to be the 
true Senſe of it. The firſt is Hab. ix. 14 
where our Savięur is ſaid to have offered hin 
ſelf to God by the. Eternal Spirit, which Offe- 
ring wes made, though not bnitted, at the 
Inftitution of the Euchariſt. - 
487 This —— = differently = inter 
aterpxeters, e underſtan it off 
39 Obltion made in "te Hop ener germs toi 
Legal Oblation in the H. Toke 
_ of an Oblation made . Ss 
the Spirit underſtanding Chriff's . — 
called Eternal becauſe of its Immortality] 
others interpreting it of the divine Nature) 
that no certain Doctrine can be built on ſuch 


_—_— Words; beat of all that oondendel 
or. 
N; 4 oph, 


ſpeaking 
gue, puts 


the 


of t 

bly to the Ancients, interprets of the Fucha- 

nol it And what is Bleſſing by the Spirit, but 

praying for a Bleſſing to 
ry 


$ «2 Hy 


Iren. You groſs ly miſunderſtand the Senſe 


1 


fected PRIMASof your Schifi, it 


Text from the frſt of C 
the Revelations. 


H Neoph. 
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| Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt: And pray tell me 


ſtitution ſeems. the only thing you judge ne- 


all have communicated, in order to conſecrate 


 Neoph. St. Paul calls the Sacramental Cup, 
the Cup of Bleſſing, probably from the Prayer 
for a Hleſſin, ws ECratlone / 
Iren. Still you are to prove, that the Cup 
can be bleſſed no Way but by 4 Prayer for the 


— 


at the Conſecration. | ( ; | 


* o 


ſeriouſly, do you think, that there is no Ble. 
ſing the Bread and Cup in our Communion- 
renn eme, 
© Neoph. It would be hard to ſay ſo; I am 
rather willing to hope, that the Force of the 
Invocation is contained in it; but expreſs Terms 
are more inſtructive and ſolemn, ©, - _ 
Tren. This reduces our Diſpute to a Point 
of Expedience only; and the ill Conſequences 


pleading ſo zealouſly for Alterations may, and 
has had, in unſettling Mens Minds, affrighting| 


them from the Church of England, as a defe: fiere 


ctive and unſafe Communion, and driving them 
to the Church of Rome, or the immoral Worſhip 
of Schiſmatical Aſſemblies, abundantly prove 
the Unreaſonableneſs and Inexpedience of it 
A Prayer of that Nature is indeed a good 
Prayer, but not ſo abſolutely neceſſary, that 
we cannot worſhip aright without it, or that 
we ought to ſeparate on the Account of it. 
Neoph. The hiſtorical Recital of Chrif?'s In- 


ceſſary to the Conſecration of the Elemerttsy 
for if the Bread and Wine are ſpent before 


more, the Rubric directs nothing more to be 


I ep ca- 


550 
4, " TORY the Erie pct of the Canſtcra- 


1 er, which contains only the bare Hi- 
the Inſtitution. This being but a 


. artet and Recital of what was ble b 
Fo ur Seviotr, 18 no Conſecration of the * 
g . D In ON of 

el. Ven. [2 vou could have been content with 


ſing" the Whole Prayer, in the former Part 
f which you allo the Force of the Invoca- 
ion to be contained, on ſuch an Occaſion; 
four” Superio rs in the Church would ſcarce 
ave denied you that Liberty. Our Saviour 
nd bis Apoftles left us no particular Form of 
onſecrating the Euchariſt, therefore every 
hurch has Authority to provide one for its 


and vn Uſe: This ours has done, and, though 
55 be capable of Improvement, yet ſo long as 
en here is no Defect in Eſentials, we muſt uſe 


till that Improvement be made by due Au- 
ority ; and the Adminiſtration of the Sacra- 
ent by this Form, in the Unity of the 
hurch, will be more acceptable to God, and 
eneficial to our ſelves, than by the moſt per- 
ect and primitive F orm in 2 Septen 
r om it. ws 
| Neoph. The laſt thi ing neveſan to be re- 
or'd, is, the Oblatory Prayer I ſuppoſe you 
vill not deny the Hol Euchariſt to be a Sa- 
rifice, and that our Saviour at 4 laſt Sup- 
der offered the Bread and Wine as the Sym- 
dc ls of " Body and Blood. Mr. Meile, Dr. 
H 2 | Hickes, 


ſo much Veneration for, be my - Witneſs, 


on the Croſs, yet I can ſee no Neoeſity 
for any ſuch Alteration. The Conſecration 
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Hickes, and Me. obnſon. have unanſweraly 
aſſerted this I ine. = 

_ Jren. And in the Senſe * u it, 
I. am Ky from denying it: Bur what then? ct 
1 Vepl. Whar then? Whythen onr Saviour ha. 
ving commanded us to do what he did, we muſt i 
offer the Bread and Wineto God, which we can. 
not do hut by reſtoring the e Prayer. 
cf Iren. I our preſent be ſuffieient 
for this Purpoſe, there is no | Neceſſity for an 
Alteration, * ty which ſuch unforeſeen. on 
Conſequences may follow, as are more 
Equivalent to any Benefit, which may vail 
from it. And that our Liturgy is already 
ſufficient, let Mr. Fahnen, whom you all have 


KNA 1-45 
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In the Preface to the ſecond Part of his Clergy: 
man's Vade metcum, he takes Notice, Page, 
108. how ſome with Vehemeney | have 
inſiſted,” that the: firſt: Collect in the Paſt 
Communion ſhould; be inſerted between the 
4 Conſoration' and the Adminiſtration; or 
ſome; Prayer of Oblation added in that Place, 
0 « But, ty he, "though J am fully convinced, 
« that the holy Euchariſt may be as juſtly 

* called a Sacrifice, as any, ſave; that offered 


ce Prayer, and the Words uſed by the Prieſt at 
yo ek Adm iniſtration, ſeem ſufficient, if right. 
228 ply' d. In the Conſeeration Proper 
riſt is ſaid, by the one Oblation of hin- 

5 fe upon the Croſs, to have made a full and 
” Per- 


DDr 


«7 5 
perfeBs Sacrifice z andi in our Saviour «Words 
it Bread i — Doty piden; 1. L. Groth . 
Ka r bis Blood fhed, 28 a 
Lidation, For un, i. e. for the © Remi/iok 
4 —_— Sind, as follows prefently after.” | 
thing then can be more clear, than that the 
Euchariſt is hereby declared to be a Sacrĩ- 
W fice; and in the Words of Adminiſtration, 
an the Merits of it are applied to every Recei- 
ill ver, The Body f Chrift, which was | giver 
nan for ther, ſand is now exhibited to God in 


ate thy behalf) preferve thy Body and Soul to 
dy everlaſting Ee. No wiſe Nas | is for Al- 
have terations, but in Caſe of apparent Neceſſity, 

which I cannot perceive in the Matter now 


before us. IIS truè the Euchariſt is ſo 
commonly ſtiled the Oblation or Sacrifice — 
that if the Prayer of Oblation had continu- 
ded in the Place; where-it was firſt ft in 
\ Edward the Sirth's Time, it might very 
well have been juſtiſied by the och 
Practice of the ancient Church, and even 
„by the Scripture it ſelf. But I fear, that 
gan Riivearion of this ſort, as Matters now 
« ſtand; might be attended with nogood Con- 
ſequence. I have repeated this long Quo- 
ation, to confute you out of the Mouth of one 
of your own Witnefles. 

* Neopþ. Mr. Johnſon tas fince changed his 
Mind, as appears from both Parts of his Un- 
bloody Sacrifice, There he tells us, That if any 
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ie in rbe Biimizive 2 Church bad. oy 4 
prod. :#he Sacrifice, he would bave beej 
=: 1 Succeſſn 
an 44 5 end Len. bad: ee toget ber th 
e ChriſtianaSacrt e, any Clergyman n 
ig ; have 2 another Dia 
alen tbe Sacrifice, ir aerial in n b 
fad. 
ken., What abend dees heavy wherechary 
; the: Church of”. England with maiming or de 
| _ Praving the Sacrifice? Lou have AY 
| heard —— the 7 
1 Neopb. Lou are too, haſty ett, alex: Id mn; 
| to that: Having obſerved; that no 
thing of this ſort is practicable in this National 
Church, he infers, that all who. are convin 
4 kl Kerr of. the! nee Sacrifice 
| | ent, js 4 viel Pro ayers.to God, hy 45 you 
guments ro Men, for che perfo # Reſtitution off Puri 
 Sactificial. obi n Hor. of. the WER 
1 % i the haye from my: former Citation! ſhewn, 
iat he thought our preſent Liturgy ſufficient: 
[ And how does his la ing en Rules for ent, 
3 them, who thought otherwiſe, prove, that heſre nc 
bas changed his Judgment? If you could rcibl) 
ſhew, that he has any where retracted whit 
1 noted from him, that would be to the Pur - 
e; if not, you may ſave your ſelf the Trou- 
Vie 6 of Fr more Quotations. - And indeed, I th 
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„ 
2d. long as that Gentleman continues: in a m- 
beeiſunion, where our preſent Liturgy is ufd 
vill be in vain to reaſon againſt Fact. 
ity of Neoph. Thou art like the deaf Adder, that 
i heth her Ear, andrgfuſeth to bear the Loie r 
an the Charmer, charm he ever ſo miſel yr. 
hen. What Strength there is in your Arg 
ents has already been ſeen; and ybur Con- 
4 has been fo raſh in this whole Diſpute, 
Sur Notions ſo unſettled; that if we come 
Fer to you, we know not where we ſhall: - 
y: You pleaded for King Edward's Liturgy” 
t, now you have compos'd Forms of your: 
In; you have brought in Unction in Confir- 
tion, Unction of the Sick, which unleſe 
u pretend to the Gift of miraculous Healing 
ve other things l to wiſh for, which, 
ficiſpatthey may be, Time will diſcover. One 
you is now writing to prove the Neceſſity. 
Purification after Death in the Middle State, 
ich I take in other Words to be the Doctrine 
Purgatory Another, to prove the Neceſſi- 
of the Oblatory Prayer jhas aſſerted, that 
iſt never offer d himſelf, but in the Sacra- 
nt, and that his Süffexings on the Croſs 
t heſere not his own Act and Deed, but his being 
ouldrcibly offer'd by the Fews, and no Oblation 
hat himſelf. Theſe are ſuch dangerous Tenets, 
Pur- Ind what more your Schiſin may be teeming 
rou-Iith, who knows?) that you muſt excuſe me, 
eed, I think it very unſafe to join in ſuch a Com- 
TOTS 2555 x munion, 
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